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REMARKS 

The May 12, 2004 Office Action is responsive to the Amendment and Reply filed by 
Applicants on February 13, 2004. The Examiner states that the Amendment and Reply is not 
fully responsive to the Office Action mailed November 10, 2003 for failure to set forth which 
species identified in the election/restriction requirement of July 29, 2003 that new claims 36 and 
37 are readable upon. 

Applicants submit that new claims 36 and 37 read on Species Group I (FIGS. 2-16) 
drawn to a brake assembly as identified in the election/restriction requirement of July 29, 2003. 
Species Group I (FIGS. 1-16) was elected for prosecution in the Reply to Restriction 
Requirement filed August 15, 2003. 


Application No. 10/062,302 

Response to Office Action mailed May 12, 2004 

Page 3 


CONCLUSION 

Applicants submit that the Reply filed on February 10, 2004, together with the present 
paper, are fully responsive to the Office Action mailed November 10, 2003. Applicants further 
believe the application is in condition for allowance. Such allowance is respectfully requested. 
The Examiner is also requested to contact the undersigned if the Examiner has any questions 
concerning this Reply or if it will expedite the progress of this application. 


I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PAPER IS BEING DEPOSITED WITH THE 
U.S. POSTAL SERVICE AS FIRST CLASS MAIL, POSTAGE PREPAID, IN AN 
ENVELOPE ADDRESSED TO MAIL STOP FEE AMENDMENT, 
COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS, P.O. BOX 1450, ALEXANDRIA, VA 
22313-1450, ON May 26, 2004. 


Date: May 26, 2004 


By: 



Paul J. Nyl$za,/Hegistration No. 38,984 
Austin J. FoleyyRegistration No. 42,543 
WALLENSTEIN WAGNER & ROCKEY, LTD. 
311 South Wacker Drive, 53 rd Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60606-6630 
312-554-3300 


Attorneys for Applicants 


Gerianne M. Flannery 


